A rare collection of personality assessments from 103 Italian politicians revealed predictable patterns of contrasts and similarities with personality dimensions from a large normative sample (N ϭ 4,578). Three modal personality characteristics distinguished politicians, with their significantly higher levels of Energy, Agreeableness, and Social Desirability, from the general public. Comparability between politicians and the public existed on dimensions of Emotional Stability, Conscientiousness, and Openness (Big Five Questionnaire assessment). Politicians from rival coalitions differed on several dimensions; centerright was higher than center-left in Energy and Conscientiousness. Congruencies emerged between politicians and voters for their coalition on all personality dimensions, except that center-left politicians were higher in Energy than center-left voters, and center-right politicians were higher than voters in both Energy and Agreeableness.
The relationship between personality and politics has long been a source of speculation and serious interest for philosophers, social scientists, government leaders, and the public. It is evident that personality and politics are vast, complex domains, each addressable from multiple perspectives and orientations. Alternative concerns lead to focusing on different actors and actions in the political arena; so too different paradigms in personality psychology lead to focusing research attention on a host of different issues. This is true whether one conceives of personality as a selfregulating system or as a stable constellation of habitual patterns of behavior, states, or dispositions.
A broad literature on personality studies of voters and political leaders has attested to the merits and limits of various approaches to personality traits, character, cognitive styles, motives, values, and worldviews (Greenstein, 1975; Hermann, 1977; Knutson, 1973; Simonton, 1990) . However, a curious contrast exists in the literature on the personalities of voters and of leaders. The study of voter personality has relied mostly on self-reporting methods (Caprara, Barbaranelli, & Zimbardo, 1999) , whereas the more commonly reported studies of leader personality have relied primarily on content analysis of archival material or on expert evaluation of politicians' personalities (Feldman & Valenty, 2001; George & George, 1998; Simonton, 1986; Winter, 1987) .
In the case of politicians' personalities, studies relying on direct methods of assessment, such as self-reports from a large sample of respondents, are rare compared with case studies or other indirect methods of assessment that suffer from questionable reliability. Collecting such personality data directly from politicians is vital, because voters pay considerable attention to various aspects of the personal characteristics of candidates. Political candidates also are increasingly concerned with conveying personal images and personality narratives intended to influence voters (Popkin, 1991) .
There are unique difficulties in obtaining direct access to politicians in order to have them respond to objective and reliable personality assessment instruments. The concerns of politicians about the ways their personal information might be used, or misused, make public officials resistant to complying with the standard assessment procedures required for nomothetic research. Nevertheless, obtaining such data is an essential starting point for uncovering new insights into the dynamic interplay between personalities of politicians, political party agendas, and voter appraisals of politicians' dispositions, perhaps as projections of voters' own personality makeups.
The only study we are aware of that achieved a direct and comprehensive description of the personality of politicians is one reported several decades ago on data collected across five U.S. presidential campaigns, from 1968 to 1976, by Costantini and Craik (1980) . Their respondents, members of California's presidential delegation slate, completed the Adjective Check List (ACL; Gough, 1960) , proven to be psychometrically sound and of considerable predictive utility. This sample of politicians differed from the general ACL norms in their high scores on SelfConfidence, Achievement, and Dominance contrasted against their lower scores on Succorance, Abasement, and Deference. Interesting divergences were uncovered along party lines, with Republican politicians scoring higher than the ACL average and higher than the Democrats on Personal Adjustment, Order, Self-Control, and Endurance but lower than the ACL average and lower than the Democrats on the traits of Change and Succorance. Democratic politicians scored higher than the ACL average and higher than the Republicans on measures of Autonomy, Exhibition, and Lability.
In the intervening decades, there have been many changes in the political landscape with regard to partisanship, recruitment by elites, and citizen political engagement. Among the most evident changes are the declines in narrow party identification along with the change from issue-centered politics to more candidate-centered politics. Modern politics has refocused the role of personal attributes as an anchor around which political information is organized. As prolonged and expensive political campaigns have become crucial in crafting the images of candidates that are most desirable to voters, television has become the hot medium for their message. And the message that television conveys is as much about the nature of the political person invited into people's homes as it is about the substance of his or her political views. In this sense, television has helped to transform political campaigning and the interaction between projected candidate personalities and the needs, expectations, and appraisals of the electorate. This pervasive, persuasive medium bridges the realms of personal candidate characteristics and advocacy of particular political content (Dalton & Wattenberg, 2000; Ferejohn & Kuklinsky, 1990; Funk, 1996; Wattenberg, 1998) .
Despite these and other changes in the new politics, we are not aware of any recent attempts to assess directly the personalities of politicians, to compare them with norms of the general public, or to compare and contrast dominant personality dimensions across political party lines. To our knowledge, the only relevant research on individual differences among politicians has been Feldman's (1996) study on members of the Japanese Diet and Altemeyer's (1996) studies among American and Canadian legislators. However, all of these studies examined belief systems, social values, or attitudes (such as dogmatism and right-wing authoritarianism) rather than being comprehensive assessments of basic personality dimensions, such as our study measured in the current article.
Exploring Politicians' Personalities with the Five-Factor Model of Personality
We believe that the five-factor model of personality qualifies as a quasi-comprehensive system to describe and measure personality tendencies in the political domain as it has in other domains of investigation (John & Srivastava, 1999) . The Big Five dimensions of personality are Extraversion (or Energy), Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, Emotional Stability, and Openness to Experience (or Intellect or Culture).
Our previous studies have shown that two of the Big Five Factors, Energy and Agreeableness, serve as primary anchors for evaluating the personality of politicians both during campaigns and for several years thereafter (Caprara, Barbaranelli, & Zimbardo, 1997 . (Note that Energy is Factor 1 in the Big Five Questionnaire [BFQ] and is highly correlated with Extraversion in the NEO Personality Inventory [NEO-PI].) These findings further corroborate conceptual views of the role of personality dimensions, or character attributes, in impression formation and evaluation by voters. The significance of studying the interplay of personality and politics is strikingly apparent given the new finding that self-reported personality accounts for more variance in voting behavior than do gender, age, and education (Caprara et al., 1999 . This is true both for assessments using the BFQ Caprara, Barbaranelli, Borgogni, & Perugini, 1993) and those using a shorter adjective list of markers, including markers of the Big Five.
Across large samples of several thousand Italian voters, substantial differences were found in the personality traits of voters in the two major political coalitions. On both long and short personality assessments, voters who identified with the center-right scored higher on Energy and Conscientiousness than did centerleft voters. These two groups also differed on the dimensions of Agreeableness and Openness, with center-left voters scoring higher than the center-right. This difference was found with the BFQ but not the adjective list. An interesting correspondence appeared between voter self-reported personality and political orientation. The center-right political coalition, which advocated a political program in support of individual entrepreneurship and achievement, scored higher in Energy and Conscientiousness than the center-left on both measures of personality. By contrast, voters identifying with the center-left political coalition, which advocated a political program of solidarity and welfare, scored higher in Agreeableness and Openness than did center-right voters on both measures.
Another correspondence was uncovered between voters' appraisal of politicians' personalities and voters' self-reported personalities. Greater similarity existed between self-reported voter personality and voters' appraisals of politicians' personalities for those politicians belonging to their preferred coalition than of those belonging to the rival coalition . We wondered whether the same differences in self-reported personalities of voters of opposite coalitions would be replicated among politicians themselves.
The Present Exploration of Politicians'
and Voters' Personalities
The direction of the present study was guided by an attempt to measure directly the personalities of politicians and compare them with those of voters and to explore distinctions across rival political coalitions. A substantial number of politicians completed the full BFQ. They represented a broad spectrum of contemporary Italian politics. Our respondents were the Italian members of the national and European parliaments, all elected representatives of three regional parliaments (Piedmont, Lazio, and Sicily), and from three provincial and city councils (Turin, Rome, and Catania).
The selected regions, provinces, and cities are representative of three different socioeconomic and political realities in contemporary Italy, although the continuous transformations of those realities discourages simple classification.
1 Piedmont and Turin are representative of the socioeconomic development of the industrial communities of northern Italy. Rome and Lazio represent the welfare society in the center of the country, which draws its vitality mostly from public services, small business, and tourism. Catania 1 These governments reflect the hybridization of politics that developed out of the long transition following the decline of two main traditional parties, the Christian Democrats and the Communists, after the fall of the Berlin Wall. The center-right coalition controls the governments of the Piedmont Region, the Lazio Region, the Province of Rome, the Sicily region, and the Province and Municipality of Catania. The center-left holds the governments in the Province and Municipality of Turin and in the Municipality of Rome.
and Sicily are emblematic of the unkept or postponed promises of civic development in southern Italy (Altan, 1995; Putnam, 1993) .
To our knowledge, no other study has attempted to assess directly the personalities of politicians holding office in such a variety of political institutions and also representing different geopolitical communities (north, center, and south). We are also unaware of any other study, with the exception of the now dated research conducted by Costantini and Craik (1980) , that has used a well-established, standardized, and quantitative instrument with general population norms to provide a multidimensional and comprehensive description of personality.
Capitalizing on several of our previous findings, two main hypotheses guided our research:
Hypothesis 1: We expected politicians, independent of political orientation, to score higher than the average citizen on the dimension of Social Desirability, given their desire to convey images of themselves designed to be appealing to their constituents. Next, we then expected politicians, independent of political orientation, to score higher on Energy-Extraversion, the dimension of the Big Five most related to dominance and power. This would be in agreement with the higher scores for politicians in Self-Confidence, Achievement, and Dominance reported by Costantini and Craik (1980) as well as with the literature attesting to the role of power as a motive for political ambition (Browning & Jacob, 1964; Simonton, 1990; Winter, 1973) . Then we expected politicians, independent of political orientation, to score higher in Agreeableness given the appeal of this trait in voters' perceptions of politicians .
Hypothesis 2:
We predicted personality comparability between politicians and voters from the same political coalition and differences from those in the rival coalition. Center-right and center-left politicians were expected to present the same personality differences found previously between center-right and center-left voters (Caprara et al., 1999) . In particular, we expected center-left politicians to score higher than centerright politicians in the dimensions of Agreeableness and Openness, which is consistent with their communitarian and solidarity political orientation. We expected center-right politicians to score higher than center-left ones in Energy and Conscientiousness, consistent with their conservative political orientation and their greater focus on business and economic issues.
Method

Procedure
This research was conducted between April and June 2001. In April, a standardized personality questionnaire was sent to all members of both wings of the Italian Parliament (the Chamber and the Senate); to all Italian members of European Parliament; to all members of the three regional parliaments; to all members of the three provincial councils of Turin, Rome, and Catania; and to all members of city councils of Turin, Rome, and Catania. A letter accompanying the questionnaire described the aims of the study and assured complete confidentiality of all personal data, in accordance with legal requirements.
A special form of the questionnaire was printed for our research by Organizzazioni Speciali, a publishing house in Florence. This form differed from the usual one in that the front page required the participants to indicate their political coalition in addition to name and age. Coalition, rather than party affiliation, was preferred because of the decline and fragmentation of traditional parties and the increasing polarization of Italian politics around two main coalitions: the center-right coalition Casa delle Libertà, led by Silvio Berlusconi, and the center-left coalition L'Ulivo, led by Francesco Rutelli. Since 1994, coalitions have had a greater effect on Italian electoral campaigns, government formation, and citizen political orientation than have parties.
The questionnaires and instructions were sent to the political offices of the politicians, namely the national and the European parliaments, and to the regional, provincial, and city councils. Ultimately, 1,600 questionnaires and letters were sent to the various politicians serving in these different political bodies that together expressed manifold political orientations and represented well the main geographical and sociopolitical areas and realities of Italy. The letters were mailed a few days before the national parliament adjourned for members to start their campaigns for national elections. The recipients were requested to submit their questionnaires within the next month.
The accompanying letter listed telephone numbers and e-mail addresses where participants could get further information from the research team. The study was presented as part of the research activities of Centro Interuniversitario per lo Studio delle Motivazioni Prosociali e Antisociali (Center for the Study of Prosocial and Antisocial Motivations and Conduct), whose reputation is well established in Italian research and sociopolitical circles.
After mailing questionnaires and letters, we made considerable efforts to telephone or e-mail as many politicians as possible to ascertain that they received the questionnaires and to solicit their responses. Some politicians explicitly refused to participate in the study; others, who claimed not to have received the questionnaire, were sent a new questionnaire; and others could not be reached. Because many politicians were busy with their election campaigns and were difficult to reach, submission of the questionnaires was delayed another month. Ultimately, we cannot say how many questionnaires reached their destinations, nor can we tell how many were lost or filtered out by political staff. Thus, the low return rate we obtained may not be due to personal factors of those who finally completed our scale.
Participants
A total of 119 politicians submitted completed questionnaires, 103 men (86.6%) and 16 women (13.4%). Conservatively, we estimate that the total response represented about 10% of politicians who received the questionnaires. Personal communications confirmed that some politicians failed to receive earlier documentation, and others lost or forgot the questionnaire; even several months after the deadline, several politicians claimed not to have received any questionnaires, asked for fresh questionnaires, or promised quick replies to discovered questionnaires.
We decided not to include the female politicians in this study, because in addition to their small sample size, all but one of them belonged to the center-left. (The percentage of women in the Italian Chamber of Deputies was only 10.8% in the 13th legislature and 11.5% in the 14th). Table 1 presents the demographic and political characteristics of male participants, stratified by age, education, geographic center, level of political activity (or branch), and political orientation. Political orientation (center-right vs. center-left), type of political office, and geographic center (north, center, and south) were well represented and relatively balanced. The age of participants ranged from 23 to 89 years (M ϭ 50, SD ϭ 13.6). The center-left politicians had a higher level of education than did the center-right. Although the return rate was low absolutely, the total return of over 100 major politicians was uniquely high for such a sample. There was no differential response rate that might bias our basic comparisons between political affiliation, geographic center, age, education, or level of political activity. Also, the results from this select sample were in agreement with those from large samples of Italian voters.
The normative sample against which we compared the politicians' data consisted of 4,578 respondents from several earlier studies (Caprara et al., , 1999 . Overall, the sample was middle-aged (M ϭ 43 years, SD ϭ 17), with gender balanced (48% men, 52% women). Nine percent had only elementary school education, 15% had completed only junior high school, 60% had completed senior high school, and 14% were college graduates or had some postgraduate education; education data for 2% were missing. Fifteen percent were professionals, 20% were general employees, 8% were skilled or unskilled workers, 11% were housewives, 11% were retired, 26% were students, and 9% did not report any information regarding their professions.
Measures
Personality was measured using the BFQ Caprara, Barbaranelli, Borgogni, & Perugini, 1993) . The BFQ contains five domain scales and ten "facet" scales, plus a Social Desirability scale. Table 2 defines the BFQ dimensions and subdimensions. The BFQ is composed of 132 items, for each of which respondents indicate the extent to which they agree or disagree on a 5-point scale from 1 (very false for me) to 5 (very true for me).
The reliability and validity of the BFQ have been established on large samples of Italian respondents Caprara, Barbaranelli, Borgogni, & Perugini, 1993) , as well as across different cultural contexts (Caprara, Barbaranelli, Bermudez, Maslach, & Ruch, 2000) . Notably, the five main scales of the BFQ have shown high correlations (between .63 and .80) with analogous scales on the NEO-PI and NEO Personality Inventory Revised (NEO-PI-R; Costa & McCrae, 1992) in both Italian and American samples, proving the BFQ's construct validity (Barbaranelli, Caprara, & Maslach, 1997) . The reliability of the BFQ five factors ranges from .73 to .90 and the reliability of the facets from .60 to .86 in a large normative population ; among politicians in this sample it ranged for main factors from .74 to .88 and for the facets from .60 to .86.
Statistical Analysis
BFQ politician scores were compared with the norms for the Italian population . These comparisons were made using the t test for unpaired samples. Differences between center-right and center-left politicians on each of the five domain scales and on the ten facets of the BFQ were examined with a univariate analysis of covariance (ANCOVA), considering political orientation and geographic provenance as design variables, scores on domain and facet scales of the BFQ as dependent variables, and age and educational level as covariates. This ANCOVA design was adopted to control for possible demographic differences in the composition of the sample of politicians. Initial analysis did not reveal any significant effect because of political office (being a member of a European or national parliament or of a regional, provincial, or city council) on any of the BFQ domain or facet scales. Thus, this variable was not considered in subsequent analysis.
Results
Personality Comparisons of Politicians and the General Public
The probability level of t tests was first corrected using the Bonferroni approach to limiting capitalization on chance because of multiple comparisons (and thus considering as the probability of minimum nontrivial difference among means p ϭ .05/6 ϭ .0083). Table 3 summarizes the data of BFQ means and variances for the general public and our political sample. The BFQ data for these two groups are further subdivided according to their identification with a center-left or center-right political coalition. As we had predicted, politicians showed significantly higher scores than did the Italian normative sample in Social Desirability. Furthermore, as predicted, they were significantly higher in both Energy and Agreeableness. These differences were confirmed by the analyses on the BFQ facet scales, which revealed higher scores for politicians in Dynamism and Dominance (the two facets of Energy), and in Cooperativeness and Politeness (the two facets of Agreeableness). In the analysis of facets, the probability of minimum nontrivial difference among means was p ϭ .05/10 ϭ .005. There were no differences between politicians and the general voting public on the three other personality dimensions of Conscientiousness, Emotional Stability, and Openness. 
Personality Differences Between Politicians of Rival Coalitions
Center-right politicians scored significantly higher than did center-left politicians in Energy, F(2, 94) Post hoc comparisons, using Tukey's honestly significant difference test, revealed that scores on Openness of center-right politicians from southern Italy (M ϭ 76.4, SD ϭ 9.4) were much lower than those of any other group. They were significantly lower than those of center-right politicians from the north (M ϭ 89.6, SD ϭ 8.5), who showed the most Openness. They also were less open than other colleagues from the south who were on the center-left (M ϭ 87.9, SD ϭ 8.6) and those from the north of Italy (M ϭ 85.3, SD ϭ 9.4). The same pattern emerged for the facet scale Openness to Experience, where center-right politicians from the south of Italy (M ϭ 36.8, SD ϭ 4.6) scored significantly lower than did center-right politicians from the north (M ϭ 44.9, SD ϭ 4.6) and center-left politicians from the south (M ϭ 43.5, SD ϭ 4.7). Finally, scores on Dynamism of center-right politicians (M ϭ 48.78, SD ϭ 4.63) from the north were significantly higher than those of center-left politicians (M ϭ 42.23, SD ϭ 4.96) from the same region.
Regarding the effect of covariates, age was negatively associated with Energy (␤ ϭ Ϫ0.209, p Ͻ .05), and with Dominance (␤ ϭ Ϫ0.222; p Ͻ .05). Younger politicians exhibited greater Energy and Dominance than did their older peers. Education had no significant effect on any personality dimension measured in this investigation.
Conclusions and Discussion
Despite considerable difficulties in collecting self-reported personality assessments of politicians, we were able to gather complete data from 103 Italian politicians. These data fill a longstanding gap in knowledge about the personalities of politicians and how they are related to the personalities of voters and political coalition rivals. Although the return of only 10% completing the BFQ assessment was far less than ideal, the absolute size, diversity, and representativeness of this unique sample encourages reasonable generalizations linking personality, politicians, voters, and political coalitions. The results also fit well with earlier research by our team and others. Another unique feature of this investigation was the substantial size of the general population norms (N ϭ 4,578) on each of the BFQ personality dimensions and facets.
Politicians differ from the public on three dimensions of personality but are similar on three others. Three modal personality characteristics of politicians are, as predicted, their significantly higher levels of Social Desirability, Energy, and Agreeableness. On the dimensions of Emotional Stability, Conscientiousness, and Openness, politicians and the general public are quite comparable. Politicians from rival coalitions were found to differ on several dimensions. The more conservative center-right politicians scored higher than their center-left colleagues on Energy and on Conscientiousness. With only a few exceptions, congruencies emerged between politicians and voters within each of the two coalitions on all personality dimensions.
Politician Factors
As predicted, politicians scored higher in Social Desirability than did the general public, but the average score of politicians on this dimension lies within a reasonably tolerant range. Their inclination to convey a desirable image is a general personality tendency that does not seem to bias most other personality dimensions in prosocial ways. Politicians' personalities are similar to those of the general public in being emotionally stable, conscientious, and open to culture and experience. Curiously, these are all dimensions on which one might expect to find some evidence of politicians' self-promotion and self-enhancement.
Our hypotheses were also supported in the higher scores of politicians in Energy and its subdimensions, Dynamism and Dominance, a result in accord with Costantini and Craik (1980) . Being a politician requires capacities to persuade, influence, take initiative, and lead, as well as the energetic capacity to handle multiple relations, activities, and pursuits. This political factor is a sine qua non of politics regardless of political orientation, ideology, or type of political office.
Contemporary politicians also must convey an image of being friendly in their direct contact with constituents and in televised presentations where audiences give much importance to smiling and nonverbal signals of being relaxed and enjoying social interactions. Thus, the higher Agreeableness scores found for politicians were to be expected. However, we did not expect the very high Agreeableness scores evident among center-right politicians that significantly exceed those of center-left politicians. Indeed, this finding contrasted with expectations from our earlier research, where center-left voters were higher on Agreeableness than were center-right voters.
In this regard, our hypothesis is partially supported that personality characteristics distinguishing between politicians of opposing orientations reflect differences in their political orientation. Higher scores in Energy and Conscientiousness of center-right politicians met our expectations, replicated what was previously found among voters, and further clarified that Perseverance is the subdimension of Conscientiousness that seems particularly relevant to, and distinctive of, center-right politicians. Indeed, the ambitious determination to achieve one's goals is the dimension that most differentiates center-right politicians from those of the center-left.
The expected association between Agreeableness and Openness with the political program of center-left was not corroborated as had been found previously among voters. It may be that all politicians, independent of political orientation, tend to present self-images that agree with the putative values of "progress through innovation and education" and "democracy through freedom and pluralism" that are shared by both center-right and center-left political programs. It would be difficult for a politician in a democratic nation to succeed who was clearly closed to experience, because citizens want their politicians to be open to all kinds of experience in their nation.
Regional differences in Italy are always important in the political landscape and were found to have an impact on several personality dimensions. Politicians from northern Italy scored higher in Conscientiousness than politicians from southern Italy, and center-right politicians from southern Italy scored lower in Openness than their local opponents and lower than politicians from either central or northern Italy. Although the limited number of participants limits broad generalizations, these findings are consistent with the prevailing stereotype of the hard-working North and of the conservative and laid-back style of southern Italy (Putnam, 1993) .
Personality Matters
Personality matters in an age when Italian politics is passing from a multiparty system to a dual-coalition system, in which political discourse has become increasingly less ideological and more pragmatic, and at a time when political programs often appear indistinguishable to voters and the media. The present findings, when supplemented by those of our previous investigations (Caprara et al., , 1999 , help to highlight the pivotal role that personality plays in understanding political choices and the processes that lead to the formation of political consent. Previous research has shown that personality accounts for a considerable portion of voter preference, often more than electoral programs (Jones & Hudson, 1996; Pierce, 1993) , and that traits play a particular role in organizing knowledge and political preferences (Funk, 1996 (Funk, , 1999 . The significance of studying the interplay of personality and politics is underscored by recent data showing that self-reported personality accounts for more variance in voting behavior than do gender, age, and education (Caprara et al., 1999 .
Our studies have shown that in voter appraisals of politicians' personalities, parsimony dominates the more complex distinctiveness of a fuller impression. In the United States and in Italy, the two traits of Energy and Agreeableness were found to serve as primary anchors by voters for evaluating politicians' personalities both during campaigns and (in Italy) several years thereafter ). An interesting conceptual parallel exists between the BFQ traits of Energy and Agreeableness and the earlier reported traits of Competence, Integrity, and Leadership, around which many scholars agree judgments about candidates are structured in modern Western democracies (Conover & Feldman, 1986; Pancer, Brown, & Barr, 1999; Pierce, 1993; Popkin, 1991; Rahn, Aldrich, Borgida, & Sullivan, 1990 ). The present findings show that politicians' self-reported personalities match voters' preferences: Politicians score higher than average on dimensions around which voters tend to aggregate their judgments and also on dimensions that are likely to be more important for them, primarily Energy and Agreeableness.
It is impossible to evaluate the extent to which politicians are sincere or simply playing to public preferences when conveying the images of their own personalities. It is also surprising that politicians do not score higher than average in Emotional Stability, Openness, or Conscientiousness, which in principle seem equally desirable traits in a politician but are apparently less critical for essential voters' appraisals.
Personality, Politics, and Impression Management
Politicians have to be active, dynamic, and dominant to succeed in persuading voters and members of their party and in handling the multiple daily activities of political agendas. Leaders who want to gain consent have little choice but to present themselves in a way that is most congruent with the general aspirations of citizens. It is vital for candidates to appear to possess those attributes around which average voters form their political impressions, those most commonly perceived as making them effective task leaders and good social-emotional leaders. They must be perceived as competent to perform the difficult tasks of governance, trustworthy in delivering on promises, and "approachable" personally.
We wonder at the extent to which self-reported Agreeableness reflects a real personality disposition such that average politicians are more sensitive to others' personal and social needs. The cynical conception is that successful politicians are simply more able in manipulating voters' impression management by convincing their public that they really are friendly when in fact they have learned to play out sociability scripts in various situations.
We believe that the findings here contribute to an understanding of the greater similarity found in our earlier research between the self-reported personalities of voters and their appraisals of politicians of their preferred coalition in contrast with politicians of the opposite coalition . In particular, we argue for a congruency between leaders' and voters' political orientation and their self-reported personalities. It could be that this synergy in personality traits, appraisals, and projections fuels a powerful bond between leaders and followers of particular political orientations, independent of the ideological substance of those orientations.
The study of relationships between personality and politics would be cast in a new light if concordances were discovered between the personalities of various political agents and their political coalition agendas as well as further similarities in personality differences between politicians and followers of their political coalitions. It could provide a new agenda for future investigations. Research might investigate the extent to which personality as reported and perceived would promote personal commitment and strengthen the bond between various political constituencies. Other research might explore how the correspondence between the images that citizens and their leaders present and hold of themselves, as well as the beliefs, goals, and programs they pursue, are rooted in particular historical conditions and experiences that shape both political institutions and individual personalities.
Obviously, we argue for a fuller appreciation of the critical importance of personality in understanding some of the dynamic properties of politics. Politics is about principles, parties, and people. Personality traits may operate as unifying vessels of meanings that are critical in organizing information voters hold about political actors, the impressions politicians convey to the public and their party, and perhaps in the very selection process for who becomes an effective political candidate. Personality traits help foster a congruency between the representation of self by voters and politicians, the impressions managed by and formed of politicians, and the political orientation of both voters and politicians.
